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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
The paper compared and evaluated double-tract reconstruction (DTR) and Roux-en-Y 

reconstruction (RY) in total laparoscopic radical total gastrectomy (TLTG), and proved 

that the clinical effect of DTR in TLTG is better than that of RY. Overall, the research 

topic is novel, content presentation is complete, and has some practical significance and 

clinical applications. However, some issues should be further addressed in current 

version. Please see my comments as follows: 1. Although the introduction of this paper 

is reasonable, DTR, RY and the innovations of this paper should be provided more 

details in the Introduction section. 2. In the Result, in particular, Section 5, 6, the authors 

should provide more detailed descriptions for postoperative gastrointestinal imaging 

and gastroscopy after surgery. 3. Some details of tables should be re-examined, such as 

notes, explanatory. 4. The writing format of the paper should be modified according to 

the requirements of the journal. Please check the manuscript for spelling, grammar and 

writing standards. 5. Please refer to other paper in this journal to modify the format of 

the References.  

 


